New Mexico

CONTEXT DATA

A. Context Statistics?

General Child Population (Census Bureau)? Child Welfare Summary#
2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012
Total children under 18 years 510,238 518,512 516,952 514,442 Child maltreatment victims 4,915 5,440 5,601 5,882
Race/ethnicity (%)3 Foster care entry rate per 1,000 3.9 3.4 3.4 3.3
American Indian/ 103 103 102 102 Chfldren in foster care on 9/30 2,022 1,872 1,870 1,952
Alaska Native Children adopted 437 420 351 333
Asian 1.3 1.1 1.1 1.1
. . . 5
Black 28 16 16 16 Caseworker Visits for Chllzdorg; in Fc;ztﬁ)r Carezo11 2ot
Native Hawfailian/ <1 <1 <1 <1 : -
Other Pacific Islander Children receiving monthly N/A N/A N/A 98
Hispanic (of any race) 55.3 58.4 58.6 58.8 visits (%)
White 28.1 26.4 26.0 25.8 Numerator N/A N/A N/A 20,611
Two or more races 2.2 2.3 2.3 2.5 Denominator N/A N/A N/A 20,949
Child population in poverty (%) 25.3 30.0 30.7 X Children receiving visits in the N/A N/A N/A o8
home (%)
Numerator N/A N/A N/A 20,256
Denominator N/A N/A N/A 20,611

B. Child Maltreatment Data (National Child Abuse and Neglect Data System [NCANDS] Unique Counts)6
Overview Maltreatment Information?

2009 2010 2011 2012
Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate

Children who received a Child

F;f;erfg‘l’l‘;gsftri‘(’)'rfegffﬁﬁg"Se 19,758 38.7 per 1,000 22,314 43.0 per 1,000 22,752 44.0 per 1,000 21,899 42.6 per 1,000

maltreatment
Total child maltreatment victims 4,915 9.6 per 1,000 5,440 10.5 per 1,000 5,601 10.8 per 1,000 5,882 11.4 per 1,000
Child fatalities 10 2.0 per 100,000 19 3.7 per 100,000 15 2.9 per 100,000 16 3.1 per 100,000
Age of Child Victims (%) Race/Ethnicity of Child Victims (%)

2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012

Under 1 year 11.0 10.7 10.7 11.2 American Indian/
1 year 7.3 7.7 7.6 7.1 Alaska Native 8.2 9.0 56 6.2
2 years 7.2 7.0 7.4 6.5 Asian 0.1 0.1 <1 <.
3 years 6.4 6.3 7.1 6.9 Black 2.7 2.5 2.7 1.8
4 years 6.3 6.6 7.0 6.7 Native Hawaiian/ <1 <1 <1 <1
5 years 63 66 71 6.4 Other Pacific Islander
6 years 6.7 6.6 6.7 70 Hispanic (of any race) 57.6 57.9 60.0 62.2
7 years 6.3 6.6 6.1 58 White 25.4 25.2 26.7 25.1
8 years 58 57 6.0 55 Two or more races 2.6 24 2.1 1.9
9 years 5.4 5.3 5.0 51 Missing data 3.3 2.6 2.6 2.8
10 years 46 4.9 47 53 Number 4,915 5,440 5,601 5,882
11 years 4.3 4.7 4.6 5.2
12 years 4.0 4.5 4.4 4.6
13 years 45 4.0 3.9 4.1
14 years 3.4 4.2 4.0 3.8
15 years 3.9 3.2 2.6 3.2
16 years 3.0 3.0 2.8 3.0
17 years 1.8 1.8 1.8 2.0
18+ years 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Missing data 1.9 0.5 0.5 0.6
Number 4,915 5,440 5,601 5,882

" The source data for each table is indicated in parentheses for each section. A calendar year is the basis for data from the Census Bureau. Most of the other data on these pages are
from the National Child Abuse and Neglect Data System (NCANDS) or the Adoption and Foster Care Analysis and Reporting System (AFCARS) and are based on the Federal fiscal
year, October 1 through September 30.

2 The total child population and data on race/ethnicity represent estimates from the Census Bureau (http://www.census.gov/popest/data/datasets.html). Child poverty data are
from the Census Bureau's American Community Survey (ACS). Child poverty data for 2012 were not available for inclusion in this report; however, they will be included in the
2010-2013 report.

3 For race/ethnicity tables, all races exclude children of Hispanic origin. The Child Welfare Outcomes Report Data Site (http://cwoutcomes.acf.hhs.gov/data/overview) provides
alternative race/ethnicity breakdowns in which race and ethnicity are treated as two separate categories.

4 A child victim is defined as a child who is the subject of a maltreatment report for which the disposition is substantiated, indicated, or “alternative response victim."” The rate for
foster care entry is per 1,000 children in the state population. Data on child maltreatment victims are from NCANDS. Data on foster care entry rate, children in foster care on
9/30, and children adopted are from AFCARS.

5 As of 2012, there is a new methodology used to calculate the caseworker visits measures. Because the new methodology limits data comparisons with prior years, caseworker
visits data from 2009 through 2011 are not included in this table. All states have the option of using an approved sampling procedure for the caseworker visits reporting
requirement. See appendix C for more information on how these data are calculated and for a list of states using sampling methodology.

6 The unique count of child victims counts a child only once regardless of the number of times he or she was found to be a victim during the reporting year. This is a change from
prior reports, and these data are now consistent with the reporting practice in the Child Maltreatment reports.

7 The rates for Child Protective Services Responses and victims are per 1,000 children under age 18; for fatalities, the rate is per 100,000 children under age 18.
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B. Child Maltreatment Data (NCANDS) Continued

Maltreatment Types of Child Victims (%)8

Response Time (in hours)?

2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012
Emotional abuse 18.2 20.9 22.0 22.0 Mean 70.8 — — —
Medical neglect 26 1.7 25 2.7 Median >48 but<72 — — —
Neglect 83.4 86.5 85.8 86.6
Physical abuse 14.9 13.9 13.5 <.1
Sexual abuse 4.9 3.6 3.7 13.6
Missing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Other 0.0 <1 0.0 3.6
Number 4,915 5,440 5,601 5,882
C. Characteristics of Children in Foster Care
(Adoption and Foster Care Analysis and Reporting System [AFCARS] Foster Care File)
Overview Foster Care Information
In Care on First Day of FY Entered Care Exited Care In Care on Last Day of FY
2009 2010 2011 2012 | 2009 2010 2011 2012 | 2009 2010 2011 2012 | 2009 2010 2011 2012
Total number 2,182 1950 1,858 1,835 | 1,989 1,766 1,778 1,722 | 2,149 1844 1766 1,605 | 2,022 1872 1,870 1,952
Median length 14.1 133 129 132 | N/A  N/A N/A  N/A 6.4 8.9 4.9 7.0 13.1 128 131 12.8
of stay (months)
Age of Children in Foster Care (%)
In Care on First Day of FY Entered Care Exited Care In Care on Last Day of FY
2009 2010 2011 2012 | 2009 2010 2011 2012 | 2009 2010 2011 2012 | 2009 2010 2011 2012
Under 1 year 55 5.2 5.1 6.0 13.9 13.0 13.7 14.1 6.1 5.6 48 5.7 5.3 5.1 6.1 5.7
1 year 8.4 8.4 8.4 8.5 8.7 9.9 10.0 8.4 8.1 8.3 8.6 7.9 8.3 8.4 85 8.5
2 years 8.9 8.5 8.3 8.7 9.2 9.4 8.7 6.8 9.6 9.8 8.6 8.1 8.7 8.2 8.9 7.8
3 years 7.8 7.9 8.0 8.4 6.9 7.4 7.9 7.3 7.4 8.5 8.2 8.5 8.1 8.2 8.3 7.8
4 years 6.5 6.9 6.6 8.1 6.7 6.9 73 8.4 73 7.4 6.9 8.4 6.6 6.7 8.1 73
5 years 5.6 5.7 6.4 6.5 6.1 5.9 5.5 6.4 6.2 6.0 5.8 7.0 5.9 6.3 6.4 8.0
6 years 5.6 6.4 6.0 6.2 6.1 5.7 6.9 5.9 5.6 6.0 5.8 5.9 6.2 6.1 6.2 6.5
7 years 6.0 6.3 5.0 6.4 5.6 4.6 46 5.1 5.5 6.1 55 6.0 6.4 5.0 6.4 55
8 years 5.3 5.4 6.5 48 5.7 5.3 5.2 55 55 5.1 5.4 5.0 55 6.5 49 5.9
9 years 49 5.3 5.4 6.0 47 5.1 4.4 45 48 5.0 49 47 5.1 5.4 6.0 5.2
10 years 4.8 46 5.1 45 37 48 3.7 4.1 42 4.2 5.2 3.9 47 5.0 46 5.7
11 years 4.1 43 46 3.2 29 3.7 3.1 46 35 46 4.4 45 42 46 33 4.4
12 years 3.9 3.6 3.7 4.4 3.1 3.2 3.6 4.0 35 3.3 3.1 4.0 3.7 36 43 3.8
13 years 3.2 4.1 3.8 3.8 3.8 35 35 3.0 3.4 35 4.4 3.7 4.2 3.7 3.7 4.0
14 years 4.4 32 43 33 33 33 29 3.4 4.0 3.0 3.2 29 33 43 33 3.8
15 years 48 43 3.2 4.0 41 27 3.0 3.4 4.0 3.1 3.2 3.4 41 3.2 3.9 3.4
16 years 5.0 5.1 4.1 27 3.9 3.7 36 33 36 3.0 4.0 3.1 49 41 2.7 37
17 years 5.2 48 5.6 45 16 2.1 2.4 2.0 5.8 6.0 6.5 55 47 5.5 4.4 2.8
18 years <A1 0.0 <. <A1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.6 1.5 1.5 1.7 0.0 0.1 <A1 0.0
19 years 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 <1 0.0 <1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
20 years 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Missing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Race/Ethnicity of Children in Foster Care (%)10
In Care on First Day of FY Entered Care Exited Care In Care on Last Day of FY
2009 2010 2011 2012 | 2009 2010 2011 2012 | 2009 2010 2011 2012 | 2009 2010 2011 2012
A’gﬁ;‘;f:,\'l’;‘gi'jg/ 79 99 94 89 | 130 104 7.5 86 | 109 108 83 94 | 97 94 87 82
Asian <. 0.1 0.2 <. 0.2 <A 0.1 0.0 0.1 <A 0.2 <A <A 0.1 <A 0.0
Black 4.1 3.0 3.4 3.9 2.8 3.7 46 1.7 36 3.3 4.0 3.2 3.4 3.4 4.0 25
Native Hawaiian/
Other Pacific <A <. <.1 <A 0.2 <.1 0.0 0.2 <.1 <.1 0.0 <.1 <.1 <A <.1 0.2
Islander
Hispanic 598 589 589 572 | 537 541 549 581 | 553 548 575 548 | 586 584 565 599
(of any race)
White 242 238 250  27.1 246 283 284 274 | 250 264 253 284 | 23.8 25.5 280 263
Two or more races 3.6 4.0 3.0 2.7 3.5 2.8 3.5 3.1 3.3 3.7 3.8 3.1 3.8 3.2 2.7 2.7
U”jb'e to 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0 12 0.3 0.7 0.6 1.0 0.5 0.7 0.5 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.1
etermine
Missing data <1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.7 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.0 0.0 <

8These percentages are calculated against the number of unique victims. A child may have been the victim of more than one type of maltreatment, or the same type of
maltreatment more than once. As a result, the total percentages both within and across maltreatment categories may exceed 100.
° Response time is defined as the time between the report of suspected maltreatment and the first face-to-face contact with the alleged victim or with another person who can
provide information on the allegation.
"0 All races exclude children of Hispanic origin. The Child Welfare Outcomes Report Data Site (http:
breakdowns in which race and ethnicity are treated as two separate categories.
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D. Characteristics of Children Waiting for E. Characteristics of Children Adopted

Adoption" (AFCARS Foster Care File) (AFCARS Adoption File)
Children Waiting for Adoption Children Adopted
2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012
Total waiting children 876 780 787 840 Total children adopted 437 420 351 333
Number of waiting children
whose parents’ rights 545 467 442 410

have been terminated

Age of Children Waiting for Adoption (%)12 Age of Children Adopted (%)
2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012
Under 1 year 1.7 1.9 2.3 2.4 Under 1 year 2.1 1.9 0.6 1.2
1 year 7.2 6.3 6.5 75 1 year 8.2 9.5 8.5 8.4
2 years 8.8 6.7 8.1 79 2 years 9.2 13.8 8.5 111
3 years 8.8 7.6 7.4 8.2 3 years 8.9 10.7 9.7 10.2
4 years 8.0 7.2 8.6 75 4 years 9.4 9.5 8.8 9.9
5 years 6.2 6.8 6.4 8.3 5 years 73 7.6 6.6 8.7
6 years 6.5 6.7 7.9 6.7 6 years 6.9 7.1 7.7 6.0
7 years 6.1 6.3 6.2 55 7 years 4.6 6.7 6.3 7.8
8 years 6.3 74 5.0 6.3 8 years 7.8 4.8 6.3 4.8
9 years 5.5 6.2 75 6.1 9 years 6.4 5.2 6.3 4.8
10 years 5.4 5.6 5.0 6.7 10 years 55 33 8.0 3.6
11 years 4.9 5.0 4.4 4.9 11 years 53 55 71 6.6
12 years 5.0 5.1 6.1 3.7 12 years 5.0 2.9 2.3 5.1
13 years 4.9 5.1 5.0 5.2 13 years 39 3.3 5.1 3.6
14 years 3.9 5.8 4.7 4.3 14 years 3.0 29 2.6 2.1
15 years 5.1 4.9 5.2 4.4 15 years 2.1 1.7 3.1 3.0
16 years 4.7 4.1 29 3.9 16 years 25 1.9 1.7 2.1
17 years 1.1 1.4 0.9 0.6 17 years 1.8 1.4 0.9 0.9
18 years 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.0
19 years 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
20 years 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Race/Ethnicity of Children Waiting for Adoption (%)13 Race/Ethnicity of Children Adopted (%)
2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012
American Indian/Alaska Native 9.7 10.9 11.2 10.6 American Indian/Alaska Native 6.6 5.0 7.1 9.3
Asian 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 Asian 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3
Black 3.9 2.9 4.1 3.7 Black 3.7 5.7 2.6 2.1

Native Hawaiian/ Native Hawaiian/

Other Pacific Islander 01 00 0.0 00 Other Pacific Islander 00 00 0.0 03
Hispanic (of any race) 60.6 59.2 58.7 59.2 Hispanic (of any race) 61.6 56.0 68.7 61.0
White 22.4 22.9 22.7 23.6 White 249 27.9 17.9 24.3
Two or more races 3.2 4.0 3.2 3.0 Two or more races 3.2 5.5 3.7 2.7
Unable to determine 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Unable to determine 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Missing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Missing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

" There is no federal definition for a child waiting to be adopted. The definition used in the tables on this page includes children and youth through age 17 who have a goal of
adoption and/or whose parents’ parental rights have been terminated. It excludes children 16 years old and older whose parents' parental rights have been terminated and who
have a goal of emancipation. A state's own definition may differ from that used here.

"2 Children older than 17 years fall outside of the definition used to identify waiting children and are therefore excluded from this table.

'3 For race/ethnicity tables, all races exclude children of Hispanic origin. The Child Welfare Outcomes Report Data Site (http://cwoutcomes.acf.hhs.gov/data/overview) provides
alternative race/ethnicity breakdowns in which race and ethnicity are treated as two separate categories.
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1. Reduce Recu

New Mexico

OUTCOMES DATA

rrence of Child Abuse

and/or Neglect (NCANDS)

1.1 Recurrence of Maltreatment Within 6 Months (%)

2. Reduce the Incidence of Child Abuse

and/or Neglect in Foster Care
(NCANDS and AFCARS Foster Care File)

2.1 Maltreatment in Foster Care (%)

2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012

Children without a recurrence 91.4 91.7 90.1 91.0 Children maltreated while in foster care 0.24 0.32 0.36 0.62
Children with one or more recurrences 8.6 8.3 9.9 9.0 Children not maltreated while in foster care ~ 99.76 99.68 99.64 99.38
Number 2,540 2,746 2,790 2,948 Number 4,171 3,716 3,636 3,657
3. Increase Permanency for Children in Foster Care (AFCARS Foster Care File)
3.1 Exits of Children From Foster Care (%) 3.2 Exits of Children With a Diagnosed Disability (%)

2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012
Adoption 23.1 22.8 20.1 21.7 Adoption 42.2 43.1 40.6 41.9
Guardianship 15 0.9 24 15 Guardianship 2.5 1.2 33 1.7
Reunification 68.2 68.4 69.6 70.3 Reunification 45.0 45.5 43.7 441
Other 7.3 7.9 7.8 6.5 Other 10.3 10.2 12.4 12.3
Missing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Missing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Number 2,149 1,844 1,766 1,605 Number 669 655 572 472
3.3 Exits of Children Older Than Age 12 at Entry Into

Foster Care (%) 3.4 Exits to Emancipation (%)

2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012
Adoption 6.0 3.6 4.4 3.2 Children age 12 or younger 217 245 232 295
Guardianship 0.8 0.4 3.1 1.2 at entry
Reunification 69.3 68.8 63.9 71.4 Children older than 12 at entry 78.3 755 76.8 70.5
Other 24.0 272 28.7 24.2 I\/\issing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Missing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Number 106 94 99 78
Number 384 279 321 252
3.5 Exits by Race/Ethnicity (%)14

American Indian/Alaska Native Asian Black

2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012
Adoption 18.4 13.0 19.9 23.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 31.2 39.3 8.5 19.2
Guardianship 0.9 2.0 2.7 4.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.4 0.0
Reunification 63.2 64.5 62.3 59.6 66.7 100.0 75.0 0.0 58.4 52.5 81.7 73.1
Other 17.5 20.5 15.1 12.6 33.3 0.0 25.0 0.0 10.4 8.2 8.5 7.7
Missing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Number 234 200 146 151 3 1 4 1 77 61 71 52

Native Hawaiian/Other Pacifici Islander Hispanic (of any race) White

2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012
Adoption 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.8 24.9 23.1 23.3 21.2 20.7 15.0 19.5
Guardianship 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.1 1.1 2.8 1.8 0.7 0.4 2.2 0.4
Reunification 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 67.9 68.1 66.8 69.5 719 72.3 76.7 74.1
Other 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 5.2 5.9 7.3 5.3 6.1 6.6 6.1 5.9
Missing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Number 2 1 0 1 1,189 1,011 1,016 880 537 487 446 456

Unable to Determine Two or More Races Missing Data

2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012
Adoption 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 28.2 25.0 26.9 14.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Guardianship 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Reunification 85.7 90.0 100.0 100.0 60.6 64.7 61.2 72.0 93.3 100.0 100.0 100.0
Other 14.3 10.0 0.0 0.0 9.9 10.3 11.9 14.0 6.7 0.0 0.0 0.0
Missing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Number 21 10 12 8 71 68 67 50 15 5 4 6

" All races exclude children of Hispanic origin.
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4. Reduce Time to Reunification Without Increasing Reentry (AFCARS Foster Care File)

4.1 Time to Reunification (%)

4.2 Children Reentering Foster Care (%)

2009 2010 2011 2012 2009 2010 2011 2012
Less than 12 mos. 80.3 76.0 79.5 76.4 Children entering care for the first time 83.3 84.0 83.6 83.4
At least 12 mos., but less than 24 mos. 14.8 18.9 17.9 20.1 Children reentering care within 8.4 73 6.4 6.9
At least 24 mos., but less than 36 mos. 35 3.9 1.7 29 12 mos. of a prior episode
At least 36 mos., but less than 48 mos. 1.0 0.8 0.6 0.4 Children reentering care more than 8.2 8.7 10.0 93
48 or more mos. 0.4 0.5 0.2 0.2 .1? mos. after a prior episode
Missing data 00 00 0.2 00 Missing data <.1 0.0 <1 03
Number 1,465 1,261 1,230 1,128 Number 1,989 1766 1,778 1,722

5. Reduce Time in Foster Care to Adoption (AFCARS Foster Care File)

5.1 Time to Adoption (%)

2009 2010 2011 2012
Less than 12 mos. 3.6 2.9 3.1 2.6
At least 12 mos. but less than 24 mos. 27.8 35.0 29.0 31.3
At least 24 mos. but less than 36 mos. 34.3 33.8 34.6 30.5
At least 36 mos. but less than 48 mos. 17.3 17.1 20.0 21.3
48 or more mos. 16.9 11.2 13.2 14.4
Missing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Number 496 420 355 348

6. Increase Placement Stability (AFCARS Foster Care File)

6.1 Number of Placements by Time in Care (%)

In Care Less Than In Care at Least 12 Months In Care for
12 Months but Less Than 24 Months 24 Months or Longer Missing Time in Care
2009 2010 2011 2012 | 2009 2010 2011 2012 | 2009 2010 2011 2012 | 2009 2010 2011 2012
Chf”dre“ with 2 or 886 89.4 875 851 | 552 606 566 | 253 224 212 219 |1000 1000 500 100.0
ewer placements
Children with 3 or 114 106 124 149 | 448 394 34 | 747 779 788 781 00 00 00 00
more placements
Missing placement 00 00 <1 <1 00 00 00 | 00 00 00 00| 00 00 50 00
setting counts
Number 2,195 1,920 1,927 1,857 | 931 929 905 | 1,039 861 807 793 6 2 2

7. Reduce Placement of Young Children in Group Homes or Institutions
(AFCARS Foster Care File)

7.1 Most Recent Placement Settings of Children Who Entered Care During the Fiscal Year and

Were Age 12 or Younger at the Time of This Placement (%)

2009 2010 2011 2012
Group homes 8.6 7.0 3.4 4.3
Institutions 1.0 0.7 0.5 0.3
Other settings 90.4 923 96.1 95.4
Missing data 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Number 1,647 1,494 1,499 1,457
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Composite and Individual Measures Established for the Federal
Child and Family Services Reviews'> (AFCARS Foster Care File)

Composite 1: Timeliness and Permanency of Reunification1®
2009 2010 2011 2012

Composite Score? 113.7  109.6 1162  115.1
C1.1: Of all children discharged from foster care to reunification during the year who had been in care for 8 days or longer, what
percentage were reunified in less than 12 months from the date of the latest removal from home? (Includes trial home visit 62.2 61.0 71.2 65.3
adjustment)
C1.2: Of all children discharged from foster care to reunification during the year who had been in care for 8 days or longer, what was
the median length of stay (in months) from the date of the latest removal from home until the date of discharge to reunification? 9.7 10.0 9.5 9.7

(Includes trial home visit adjustment)

C1.3: Of all children who entered foster care for the first time in the 6-month period just prior to the year shown, and who remained in
care for 8 days or longer, what percentage were discharged from foster care to reunification in less than 12 months from the date ~ 33.9 38.1 29.4 245
of the latest removal from home? (Includes trial home visit adjustment)

C1.4: Of all children discharged from foster care to reunification in the 12-month period prior to the year shown, what percentage 9.0 8.4 106 83
reentered care in less than 12 months from the date of discharge? : ’ ) '

Composite 2: Timeliness of Adoptions
2009 2010 2011 2012
Composite Score 139.6 144.8 137.0 131.7

C2.1: Of all children discharged from foster care to a finalized adoption during the year, what percentage were discharged in less than
315 379 32.1 33.9
24 months from the date of the latest removal from home?

C2.2: Of all children discharged from foster care to a finalized adoption during the year, what was the median length of stay in care (in 29.2 278 285 294
months) from the date of latest removal from the home to the date of discharge to adoption? : : : )

C2.3: Of all children in foster care on the first day of the year who were in care for 17 continuous months or longer (and who, by
the last day of the year, were not discharged from foster care with a discharge reason of reunification, living with relative, or 42.4 413 36.1 395
guardianship), what percentage were discharged from foster care to a finalized adoption by the last day of the year?

C2.4: Of all children in foster care on the first day of the year who were in care for 17 continuous months or longer, and who were
not legally free for adoption prior to that day (i.e., there was not a parental rights termination date reported to AFCARS for both 22.1 17.4 16.1 233
mother and father), what percentage became legally free for adoption during the first 6 months of the year?

C2.5: Of all children who became legally free for adoption in the 12-month period prior to the year shown (i.e., there was a parental
rights termination date reported to AFCARS for both mother and father), what percentage were discharged from foster care to a 52.6 57.8 54.7 48.2
finalized adoption in less than 12 months from the date of becoming legally free?

Composite 3: Achieving Permanency for Children in Foster Care for Long Periods of Time'?
2009 2010 2011 2012
Composite Score 1380 1302 1242 1165

C3.1: Of all children in foster care for 24 months or longer on the first day of the year, what percentage were discharged to a 45.9 0.4 408 425
permanent home prior to their 18th birthday and by the end of the year? ’ : ) )

C3.2: Of all children discharged from foster care during the year, and who were legally free for adoption at the time of discharge (i.e.,
there was a parental rights termination date reported to AFCARS for both mother and father), what percentage were discharged 94.8 93.0 91.2 91.6
to a permanent home prior to their 18th birthday?

C3.3: Of all children who, during the year shown, either (1) were discharged from foster care prior to age 18 with a discharge reason
of emancipation, or (2) reached their 18th birthday while in foster care, what percentage were in foster care for 3 years or 45.0 47.4 46.5 51.9
longer?

Composite 4: Placement Stability While in Foster Care2°
2009 2010 2011 2012
Composite Score 85.8 87.6 83.7 82.1

C4.1: Of all children served in foster care during the year who were in care for at least 8 days but less than 12 months, what
- 80.2 82.2 79.6 76.4
percentage had two or fewer placement settings?

C4.2: Of all children served in foster care during the year who were in care for at least 12 months but less than 24 months, what
- 55.1 60.6 575 56.4
percentage had two or fewer placement settings?

C4.3: Of all children served in foster care during the year who were in care for at least 24 months, what percentage had two or fewer
; 253 22.0 21.0 21.9
placement settings?

"> Individual measure performance is shown under each composite unless the state did not provide the data necessary to calculate those measures.

"6 Calculation of measures C1.1, C1.2, and C1.3 includes a trial home visit adjustment. For these measures, if a child was reunified with a final placement type of “trial home visit,”
any length of time in the trial home visit beyond 30 days is excluded from the length of stay calculation done by ACF. In addition, only children in care for at least 8 days are
included in these measures.

7 Detailed information on how the individual measures are combined to form the composites is provided in the Federal Register Announcement published by the Department of
Health and Human Services on the Children's Bureau website (https://www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/cb/resource/data-indicators-second-round-of-cfsrs).

'8 Legally free means that there was a parental rights termination date reported to AFCARS for both mother and father. This calculation excludes children who, by the end of the first
6 months of the fiscal year, had discharged from foster care to reunification, living with relative, or guardianship.

" A permanent home is defined as having a discharge reason of adoption, guardianship, or reunification (including living with relative).

20 The “served"” population refers to all children who were in the public foster care system during the year. This number is the sum of two mutually exclusive groups of children: the
children who are already in care on the first day of the fiscal year (as of October 1) and the children who enter foster care during the year. An individual child is counted only once
for each year.
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New Mexico

STATE COMMENT

Jared Rounsville, Division Director
Protective Serivces
Children, Youth and Families Department

The following are New Mexico’s comments on the state data presented in Child Welfare Outcomes 2009-2012: Report to Congress.

New Mexico is distinguished by its racial and ethnic composition. Persons of Hispanic (any race) and of American Indian origin
account for more than 50% of New Mexico’s estimated two million inhabitants. This is a significantly higher proportion of these
minority groups than seen nationally. Thus, New Mexico’s population demographics necessitate child- and family-serving agencies to
meet needs specific to multicultural populations and to address unique sovereignty issues with tribal governments.

In recent years, New Mexico has been faced with many challenges related to child welfare. Increasing poverty, tougher cases, and
high staff turnover rates have all had an impact on our outcomes. In response, New Mexico has developed a practice model which
incorporates both Continuous Quality Improvement (CQI) and Adaptive Leadership. New Mexico is currently entering Phase 3

of implementation of our Practice Model, and all counties will be implemented in summer 2014. The practice model articulates
the vision, mission, values, and operating principles in a manner that inspires, empowers, and engages staff and partners, creates
commitment, and provides clarity and direction in our work. The Practice Model promotes achievement of safety, permanence, and
well-being outcomes and employs a strengths-based approach by building on what is working. The state has embraced the use of
CQI and Adaptive Leadership to identify, describe, and analyze strengths and problems. We then test, implement, learn from, and
revise solutions.

New Mexico will continue to actively incorporate CQI and Adaptive Leadership into our practice. Adaptive Leadership is the
practice of mobilizing people to recognize and intervene in challenges that are hard to define and for which existing knowledge
structures or processes are not sufficient to bring about the desired change. Adaptive Leadership provides a framework in which
provides adequate time to identify, diagnose, and address challenges.

With such efforts, New Mexico continues to work through both data quality management and through child welfare practice
refinement and analysis to assure positive outcomes for children and families statewide. We have seen changes in practice and believe
that our outcomes will improve in the next year.
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